CHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION

65 East State Street, Suite 312
Columbus, Ohio 43215

(614) 466-0880 CBGCOZ
APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

Revised 6/90

IMPORTANT: 2pplicant should consult the "Instructions for

Completion of Project BApplication” for assistance in the proper

completion of this form.

APPLICANT NAME Hamilton County Engineer

STREET 138 E. Court Street, Room 700

County Administration Building
CITY/ZIP Cincinnatji . Ohio 45202
PROJECT NAME Harrison Avenue Rehabilitation
PROJECT TYPE Rehabilitation
TOTAL COST £$294,290.00

/) ELAD (L TED
DISTRICT NUMBER 2 ZEE/
COUNTY HAMILTON
/4%;y9¢a/635k99’*

PROJECT LOCATION ZIiP CODE 45251

DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION
To be completed by the District Committee ONLY

RECOMMENDED AMOUNT OF FUNDING: g 264,861.00

FUNDING SOURCE (Check Only One):

State Issue 2 District Allocation

X  Grant State Issue 2 Small Govermment Fund
Loan State Issue 2 Emergency Funds
Loan Assistance Local Transportation Improvement Fund

FOR OPWC USE ONLY

OPWC PROJECT NUMBER: OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT: §



1.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION

1.1 CHIEF EXECUTIVE

OFFICER William W. Brayshaw

TITLE Hamilton County Engineer

STREET 138 E. Court Street, Room 700
County Administration Building

CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Ohioc 45202

PHONE {(513) 632-8523

FAX (513) 723-9748

1.2 CHIEF FINANCIAL

OFFICER Dusty Rhodes
TITLE Hamilton County Auditor
STREET 138 E. Court Street, Room 304
County Administration Building
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Chio 45202
PHONE (513) 632-8212
FaAX
1.3 PROJECT MGR Steve Mary
TITLE Deputy County Engineer
STREET 138 E. Court Street, Room 700
County Administration Building
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
PHONE (513) 632-8527
FAX {513) 723-9748
l.4 PROJECT CONTACT Joseph D. Cottrill
TITLE Design Technician II
STREET 138 E. Court Street, Room 700
County Administration Building
PHONE {513) 632-8540
FAX {(513) 723-8540
1.5 DISTRICT LIAISON Joseph D. Cottrill
TITLE District 2 Liaison Officer
STREET 138 E. Court Street, Room 700
County Administration Building
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
PHONE (513) 632-8540

FAX (513) 723-9748




2.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

IMPORTANT: If project is multi-jurisdictiomnal in nature, information
must be consglidated for completion of this section.

2.1 PROJECT NAME: Harrison Avenue Rehabilitation
2.2 BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sections A through D):

A. SPECIFIC LOCATION: The project is located in western Hamilton
County. The project 1limits are from Wesselman Road to
Mullen Road.

B. PROJECT COMFONENTS: Project components are as follows:

1} Plane 2" existing asphalt surface

2) Full and partial depth base repair as necessary

3} 1Install bituminous aggregate base as necessary

4) 1Install new asphalt concrete surface

5) Adjust all drainage facilities as necessary

6) 1Install curb as necessary

7) Driveway adjustments and relocate mailboxes as necessary

C. PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS/CHARACTERISTICS:

This portion of Harrison Avenue is 8500 LF or 1.60 miles. The
base has failed in various locations, causing a rough riding
surface. Poor drainage due to loss of crown contributes to
icing in the winter months. The curb is in need of
replacement also.

D. DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:
IMPORTANT: Detail shall be included regarding current service
capacity vs. proposed service level. 1If road or bridge
project, include ADT. If water or wastewater project,

include current residential rates based on monthly usage
of 7756 gallons per household.

The ADT is 14,000 +/-. There is no widening planned,
therefore the service capacity will not change.

2.3 REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION
(Photographs/Additional Description; Capital Improvements Report:
5 year plan; 2 year Maintenance of Effort Report, etc.) Also
discuss the number of temporary and/or fulltime jobs which are
likely to be created as a result of this project. Attach Pages.
Refer to accompanying instructions for further detail.



3.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

3.1 PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round to Nearest Dollar):

a) Froject Engineering Costs:
1. Preliminary Engineering 5 N/B
2. Final Design 5 N/A
3. Construction Supervision S N/A
b) Acqguisition Expenses
1. Land 5 N/BA
2. Right-of-Way S N/A
c) Construction Costs £264,861.00
d) Equipment Costs ] N/A
e) Other bPirect Expenses ] N/A
£) Contingencies £29,429.00
a) TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS $294,290.00

3.2 PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to nearest Dollar & %)

Dollars %

a) Local In-Kind Contributions* § N/A
b) Local Public Revenues 529,429.00 10
c) Local Private Revenues S N/A
d) Other Public Revenues

1. oDpaT 5] N/A

2 FMHZA =] N/A

3 OEPA ] N/R

4 OWDA S N/A

5 CDBG 5 N/A

6. Other S N/B
e) OPWC Funds

1. Grant 5264 ,861.00 90

2. Loan $ 0.00

3. Loan Assistance S 0.00
) TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES $294,290.00 100

*If the required local match is to be 100% In-Kind Contributions,
list source of funds to be used for retainage purposes.

3.3 AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS

Indicate the status of all local share funding sources
listed in section 3.2(a) through 3.4(c¢)}. 1In addition, if
funds are coming from sources listed in section 3.2(d), the
following information must be attached to this application:

1) The date the funds are available:

2) Verification of funds in the form of an agency approval
letter or agency project number. Please include the name
and number of the agency contact person.



3.4 PREPAID ITEMS
Definitions:

Cost - Total cost of the Prepaid Item.

Cost Item - Non-construction costs, including
preliminary engineering, final design,
acquisition expenses (land or R/W)

Prepaid - Cost items (nmon-construction costs directly
related to the project paid prior to receipt
of fully executed Project Agreement from

OPWC.
Resource Category Source of funds (see section 3.2)
Verification - Invoice(s) and copies of warrant(s) used to

for prepaid costs accompanied by Project
Manager's Certification (see section 1.4).

IMPORTANT: Verification of all prepaid items shall be
attached to this project application.
COST ITEM RESQURCE CATEGORY COST
1)
2)
TOTAL OF PREFAID ITEMS = 5 N/B

3.5 REPAIR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION

This sections need only be completed if the Froject is funded
by 8I2 funds.

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT $294,290.00 100%
State Issue 2 Funds for Repair/Replacement £264,861.00 90%
(Not to exceed 90%)

TOTAL PORTION FOR PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION 5 0.00 0%
State Issue 2 Funds for New/Expansion § 0.00 0%
(Not to exceed 50%)

4.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE

ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
START DATE COMPLETE DATE
4.1 ENGR. DESIGN 01/03/92 COMPLETED
4.4 BID PROCESS 04/15/93 05/15/93
4.3 CONSTRUCTION 06/01/93 10/30/93



5.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION

The Applicant Certifies That:

As the official representative of the Applicant, the
undersigned certifies that: (1) he/she is legally

empowered to represent the applicant in both requesting and
accepting financial assistance as provided under Chapter 164
of the Ohio Revised Code and 164-1 of the Ohio Administrative
Code; (2) that to the best of his/her knowledge and belief,
all representations that are a part of this application are
true and correct; (3) that all official documents and
commitments of the applicant that are a part of this
application have been duly authorized by the governing body of
the Applicant; (4) and, should the requested financial
assistance be provided, that in the execution of this project,
the Applicant will comply with all assurances required by Ohio
law, including those involving minority business utilization,
Buy Ohio, and prevailing wages.

IMPORTANT:Applicant certifies that physical construction on

the project as defined in this application has not begun, and
will not begin, until a Project Agreement on this project has
been issued by the Ohioc Public Works Commission. Action to

the contrary is evidence that OPWC funds are not necessary to
complete this project.

IMPORTANT :Unneeded OPWC funds will be returned to the funding
source from which the project was financed.

William W. Brayshaw, P.E., P.S. Hamilton County Engineer
Certifying Representative (Type Name and Title)

W brn M/ 7-2z5-92

Signature/Date Sighed

Applicant shall check each of the statements belaw, confirning that all required information is included
in this application,

A five-year Canital Improvements Report as required in 164-1-31 of the Ohio Administrative Code

and a two-year Maintenance of Local Effert Report as required in 164-1-12 of the Ohio Administrative
Code,

¥ Aregistered professional engineer's estimate of useful life as required in 164-1-13 of the Ohie
Administrative Code. Estimate shall contain engineer's original seal and signature.
¥ Aregistered professional engineer's estimate of cost as required in 164-1-14 and 164-1-15 of the Ohio
Mrministrative Code. Estimate shall contain engineer's original seal and signature,
¥ A certified copy of the legislation by the geverning body of the applicant autherizing a designated
official to submit this application and to exscute contracts.
Yes A copy of the cooperation agreement(s) (far projects invelving more than ane subdivision or district).
A X
Tes Copies of all invoices and warrants for those items identified as "prepaid" ip section 4.4 of this
KA X applicatien,



Uty of Hamilton

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P.E.-P.S, COUNTY ENGINEER

TN COLNTY ADMINISTRATION HLILOING
i3 EAST COURT STREET
CINCINNATL OHIO 45202-1758

PHONE (P11 032.8323 FAN (2 "23y7as

CORSTRUCTION COSTS:

The opinion of Project Construction Costs is based on current
unit price experience and is subject to adjustment upon completion
of detailed plans and receipt of an acceptable proposal hy a
gqualified contractor.

STATEMENT OF USEFUL LIFE:

As regquired by Chapter 164-1-13 of the Ohiec Administrative
Code, I hereby certify that the Harrison Road Rehabilitation will
have a useful life of at least 15 years.

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P E.
HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER




TIARRISON ROAD REHABILITATICN
=NG. EST.:5294,290

ITEM
NO. DESCRIPTION

253 PAVEMENT REPAIR

254 PAVEMENT PLANING

301 BITUMINOUS AGGREGATE BASE
402 ASPHALT CONCRETE, AC-20

404 ASPHALT CONCRETE, AC-20

604 ADJUST STORM MANHOLE TO GRADE
604 ADJUST CATCH BASIN TO GRADE
609 ASPHALT CURB, TYPE 1

614 MAINTAINING TRAFFIC

1125 VALVE BOX RESET

SPL BERM PER DETAIL W/301

SPL BERM EXCAVATION

SPL DRIVEWAY ADJUSTMENT

SPL BUTT JOINTS

SPL MAILBOX RELOCATED

SUPPLEMENTAL ITEMS
*253 PAVEMENT REPAIR
%254 PAVEMENT PLANING

*402 ASPHALT CONCRETE, AC-20
*404 ASPHALT CONCRETE, AC-20

UNOFFICIAL BID TOTALS:

UNIT

95 4
5Y
CY
CY
CY
EA
EA
LF
L5
EA
1954
LF
SF
LF
EA

CY
SY
CY
CY

QUANT

50
45333
20
1889
1885

10
7500
X

50
300
250
100

10

1000
100
100

ENGINEER'S
ESTIMATE
UNIT TOTAL
80.00 4000.
0.93 42159,
50.00 1000.
50.00 94450.
50.00 94450,
100,00 300.
200.00 2000.
5.00 37500.
2500.00 2500.
150.00 300.
40.00 2000.
0.50 150.
1.00 250.
9.00 S00.
100.00 1000.
80.00 400.
0.93 930.
50.00 5000.
50.00 5000.

5294,289.

h
[Mul]



October 2%, 19532

STATUS OF FUNDS REPORT

Project: Harrison Avenue Rehabilitation

This is to certify that the sum of $29,429.00 is available as
the local matching funds in connection with Hamilton County's
application for State Issue II Funds for the above mentioned
project.

The source of the local match will be Hamilton County funds.
Local matching funds will be encumbered and certified upon
completion of the Project Agreement with the Ohio Public Works
Commission.

HAMILTON COUNTY

Chief Executive Qfficer: WWW

William W. Brayshaw,/ .
Hamilton County Englneer

Chief Financial Officer: %M
D

usty Rh€des
Hamilton County Auditor
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PCI RERPORT

Site Name © HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER
i ErHAMCO —— s — —ee e . Report Date: QCT/02/1997
Branch Section Last Last
—Netwrk Number /lUse/ . - ——e— . _Construct _Inspection prT
Name Num/Rank/sSurf/area( sF) ' Date ‘Date

——u~—;—E¥om;—MlAACOLE_IN2~LINE“34984_-I0;_HARRLSON_AMLRGN QL. 37276

NMONE 394 /OTHER A /T /7 AC / 36825.00 MAY/01/1971 JUN/16/1992 45

—  MOORE Catil Zone:AND __Family:DE :
From: DEBOLT To: COTTAGE GROVE 2455

-NONE- 457 _ /20ADLIAY JI—AL R/ ABR / 284
HARRISON AV Cat:H Zone:GR Family:DEFAULT Age (Yrs):21.1
From: MULLEN COLE/GR TL 52201 To: RYBOLT (R) 59315

NONE 074 /ROADLIAY A /S / AAC / 229075.00 JUN/C1/1975 MAR/O3)1992 45
DRY RIDGE , Cat: Zone:COLE Family:DEFAULT Age (Yrs):1e6.8

———Fromi EAST MIAMI_RIVER —7 0> BREHM (R)_9163

HOME 150 /ROADUAY A /S / AAC / 62216 .00 JUL/01/1980 MAR/03/1992 45
SHEED Cat:E Zone:iGR_.. . .Eamily:DEEAULT Age (Yrs):11 7
From: HARRISON av To: WEST FORK 2828 90-02

NONE-—— 157 /ROADWAY A—/-S /L AAC-/_59800. 00 _ JULL01/1980  APR/Q4L199D 45 v
VOGEL Cat:E Zone:GR Family:DEFAULT Age (Yrs):11.8
From: NORTH BEND To: JESSUP 2990

NONE 128 /RoADWAY H /S /7 aC s 85652.00 JUN/0OL/1965 JUL/28/1992 44 L
EBENEZER ‘ Cat:D Zone:GR Family :DEFAULT Age (Yrs):27.2

———FromsHAYES RD (1) 23594 To:i WESSEL MAN_RD_Z581R

NONE 176 /RCADWAY C /S /7 AaC / 72000.00 MAY/01/1965 JUL/24/1990 44

R Cat Zone:MIA Family: :

From: QUM RUN (R) 31384 To: MIA/COLE TWP LINE 34984

NOME— 308 — /0THER A—T—AAC /2804400 _JUNLOL/1963  TUNLOBLLOS2 44
FLETCHER Cat:A Zone:SYM Family:DEFAULT Age (Yrs):29.0
From: SR 125 To: DEAD END 2337 90-03

NONE -~ 361 /OTHER A /T /7 ac / 6545.00 JUN/O1/1961 JUN/16/1992 44
ROLLINS LANE Cat:A Zone:AND Family:DEFAULT Age (Yrs):31.0

————FromtFIVE MTLE Foi DEAD-END 385

IONE 362 /0OTHER A /S / ST / 166488.00 JUN/G1/1983 JUL/09/1992 44

———EIGHT MILE CaLLE—Zgne;AND——EamilyiDEEAULI_—AgeﬂL¥;s;L—aTL——

- From: US 52 KELLOGG AV To: HOPPER (L) 6937

ONE—457 —/ROADWAY I—/ P/ APC ¢ 182360790u—JUL#gé#;QZL—4M#&LL%L
HARRISON AV Cat: Zone:COLE Family:DEFAULT Age (Yrs):21.1
From: EAGLE CREEK (L) 47642 To: MULLEN COLE/GR TL 55201 _

S YL N N Tl WAL WET JT o gy e s it e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e o e e e e e e e o

014 /ROADWAY C /:S./3AAC / 137568.00 JUN/01/1980 OCT/09/1991 43
% DRY-FORK - ‘ . “Cat® Zone:HAR Family:DEFAULT Age (Yrs):ll.4
Sk . 2 3 To: WEST_RD/HAR CORP_23755

o h 1™ d a - y wn . B e & . o




HAMILTON COUNTY

PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

RATING SCALE

The following scale is used to determine condition of the road
on the Hamilton County Pavement Management System.

1060 - 85 = Excellent to Very Good
84 - 70 = Very Good to Good

69 - 55 = Good to Fair

54 - 40 = Fair to Poor

39 - 25 = Poor to Very Poor

24 - 0 = Failed



o
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RESOLUTION APPOINTING REPRESENTATIVE TO THE DISTRICT
INTEGRATING COMMITTEE UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF HB 704 MAR2-5 E99
OHIO INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM L eAax

BY THE BOARD:

WHEREAS, H3 704 was emacted to establish nineteen Distriect Integrac-
ing Committees throughout the State of Ohio; and

WHEREAS, Hamilton County coumprises District #2 under the provision
of HE 704 consisting of a nine member District Integrating committee; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners appoint two members to
the District Integrating Committee (one from the private sector and the
other either a County Commissioner or the County Engineer); and

WHEREAS, Donald C. Schramm, the Board's County Engineer represen-
tative will submit his resignation as Hamilton County Engineer effective
March 27, 1992 effective 4:00 p.m.; and

WHEREAS, ¥r. Domnald C. Schramm, was appointed to the positiom
of Chief Executive Officer for the Political Subdivision of Hamilton
County, District #2 Integrating Committee in accordance with the pro-
visions of HB 704; and

WHEREAS, the Board does not wish to have a vacancy on this Committee;

NOW, THERSFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners
of EBamilton County, Ohio, that from and after 4:00 p.m. on March 27,
1992, William W. Brayshaw be and he hereby is appointed for the unexpired
three vear ter= of Domald C. Schramm, said term te expire on June 1, 1994;
and

BE IT FURTE=ZR RESOLVED that William ¥W. Brayshaw be and he hereby is
also appointed to the position of Chief Executive Officer for the Political
Subdivision of Eamilton County, District #2 Integrating Commictee ta
replace Denald C. Schramm.

ADQPTED at a regularly adjourned meeting of the Board of County
Commissionsrs of Hamilton County, Ohio, this 25th day of March, 1992,

Mr, Chabot. AYE Mr. Dowlin. AYE Mr. Guckenberger. AYE

CERTIFICATE OF CLERX

IT IS EEREBY CERTIFIED that the foregeoing is a true and correct

. transecript .of-a resolution adopted by-the Board.of County Commissionars

in session the 25th day of March, 1992.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 0f-
ficial Seal of the Office of the Board of County Commissioners of Hamilton
County, Ohio, this 25th day of March, 1992.

Cugete A

Angela tzel, Clerk 7

Board of County Commissioners
MHamt T t=mey HFmsrvm e 1T




ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION

For Fiscal Year 1994 (July 1, 1993 through June 30, 1994),
jurisdictions shall provide the following support infermation to
help determine which projects will be funded. Information on this
form must be accurate, and where called for, based on sound
engineering principles. Documentation to substantiate the
individual items may be required by the Support Staff if
information does not appear to be accurate.

1) What is the condition of the existing infrastructure to
be replaced, repaired, or expanded? For bridges, submit
a copy of the current State form BR-86.

Closed Poor X
Fair Good

Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the
present facility such as: inadequate load capacity (bridge);
surface type and width; number of lanes; structural condition;
substandard design elements such as berm width, grades, curves,
sight distances, drainage structures, or inadequate service
capacity. If known, give the approximate age of the infrastructure
to be replaced, repaired, or expanded.

The surface of the road has deteriorated due to various base

failures and poor drainage. The road lacks a crown for proper

drainage. The riding surface of the road is rough and has

protholes in places. Poor drainage causes icing in winter months.

2) 1If State Issue 2 funds are awarded, how soon {(in weeks or
months) after receiving the Project Agreement from OPWC
(tentatively set for July 1, 1993) would the project be under
contract? The Support Staff will be reviewing status reports
of previous projects to help judge the accuracy of a particular
jurisdiction's anticipated project schedule.

2 weeks/months (Circle one)

Are preliminary plans or engineering completed? Yes No

Are detailed construction plans completed? Yes No
Are all right-of-way and easements acquired? Yes No N/A
Are all utility coordinations completed? Yes No N/A

Give an estimate of time, in weeks or months, to complete any
item above not yet completed. 3 weeks/months
Page 1



3) How will the proposed project impact the general health, safety

4)

5)

and welfare of the service area? (Typical examples may include
the effects of the completed project on accident rates,
emergency response time, fire protection, health hazards, user
benefits, and commerce.) Please be specific and provide
documentation if necessary to substantiate the data.

The proposed proiect will give a smooth riding surface for the

travelling public as well as improve emergency response time

and better faciljtate drainage problems now encountered.

What type of funds are to be utilized for the local share for
this project? :

Federal OoDbaT Local X
MRF _ OWDA _ CD -
Other

Note: If MRF funds are being used for the local share, the
MRF application must have been filed by August 1, 1992
for this project with the Hamilton County Engineer's
office.

The minimum amount of matching funds for grant projects (local
share) must be at least 10% of the TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST.
What percentage of matching funds are being committed to this
project?

10 %

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local goveranment
agency resulted in a complete or partial ban of the use or
expansion of use for the involved infrastructure? (Typical
examples include weight limits, truck restrictions, and
moratoriums or limitations on issuance of building permits.)
A copy of the legislation must be submitted with the
application. THE BAN MUST HAVE AN ENGINEERING JUSTIFICATION TO
BE VALID.

Complete Ban Partial Ban No Ban X
Will the ban be removed after the project is completed?

Yes No

Page 2



6) What is the total number of existing users that will benefit as
a result of the proposed project?

ADT = 14,000 x 1.2 = 16,800 users per day.

For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average
Daily Traffic by 1.20. For public transit, submit
documentation substantiating the count. Where the facility
currently has any restrictions or is partially closed, use
documented traffic counts prior to the restriction. For storm
sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and other related
facilities, multiply the number of households in the service
area by 4.

7) Has the jurisdiction developed a Five Year Capital Improvement
Plan as required in O.R.C., chapter 1647 (This must be
included with the application to be considered for funding.)

Yes X No

8) Give a brief statement concerning the regional significance of
the infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or expanded.

This part of Harrison Avenue connects Miamitown to the City of

Cincinnati. It serves as a vital link to western Hamilton

County. This reoad eventually connects the City of Harrison

to the rest of western Hamilton County. It is a very heavily

travelled road and connects many county roads together.

Page 3
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STATE ISSUE 2 PROGRAM - ROUND 6

LTIP PROGRAM - ROUND 5

FISCAL YEAR 1994 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA - JULY 1, 1993 TO JUNE 30, 1992
ADOPTED BY THE DISTRICT 2 INTEGRATING COMMITTEE JULY 17, 1992

AMENDED BY THE DISTRICT 2 INTEGRATING COMMITTEE SEPTEMBER 18, 1992

JURISDICTION/AGENCY: Ham.-\szrn Cchru/'

NAME OF PROJECT: Harrl&m A'\J’C’r’%-? F\)c h b;ma N

TOTAL POINTS FOR THIS PROJECT: %545

NO.
POINTS

lD 1) If Issue 2/LTIP Funds are granted, when would the
construction contract be awarded? (The Support Staff
will assign points based on engineering experience.)
10 Points - Will be under contract by end of 1993

5 Points - Will be under contract by March 30, 1994

0 Points - Will not be under contract by March 30, 1954

\h; 2) What is the condition of the infrastructure to be
replaced or repaired? For bridges, base condition
on latest general appraisal and comdition rating.

20 Points - Popor Condition

16 Points -

12 Points - Fair to Poor Condition
8 Points -
4 Points - Fair Condition

NOTE: If the infrastructure is in "good"™ or better condition
it will NOT be considered for Issue 2/LTIP funding,
unless it is a betterment project that will improve
serviceability.

Page 1



. 3) If the project is built, what will be its effect on

the facility's serviceability?

10 Points - Significant effect (e.g., widen to and
add lanes along entire project)
8 Points - Moderate to significant effect
6 Points - Moderate effect (e.g., widen exist. lanes)
4 Points - Moderate to little effect
2 Points - Little or no effect (e.g., street or bridge

deck rehabilitation)

2’ 4) How important is the project to HEALTH, SAFETY, AND

WELFARE of the public and the citizens of the
District and/or service area?

10 Points - Highly significant importance, with
substantial impact on all 3 factors
8 Points - Considerably significant importance, with
substantial impact on 2 factors OR
noticeable impact on all 3 factors
6 Points - Moderate importance, with substantial
impact on 1 factor or noticeable impact
on 2 factors
4 Points -~ Minimal importance, with noticeable
impact on 1 factor

2 Points - No measurable impact
4‘ 5) What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?
10 Points - Poor
8 Points -
& Points - Fair
4 Points -
2 Points - Excellent

| 6) What matching funds are being committed to the project,

expressed as a percentage of the TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST?
Loan and Credit Enhancement projects automatically receive
5 points, and no match is required. All grant funded
projects require a2 minimum of 10% matching funds.

Points - 50% or more

Points - 40% to 49.99%
Points - 30% to 39.95%
Points - 20% to 29.99%
Point - 10% to 19.95%

N W
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Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local
government agency resulted in a partial or complete ban of
the usage or expansion of the usage for the involved
infrastructure? POINTS MAY ONLY BE AWARDED IF THE END
RESUOLT OF THE PROJECT WILL CAUSE THE BAN TO BE LIFTED.

5 Points - Complete or significant ban
3 Points - Partial or moderate ban
0 Points - No ban of any kind

What is the total number of existing daily users that will
benefit as a result of the proposed project? Appropriate
criteria include current traffic counts, households served,
when converted to a measurement of persons. Public transit
users are permitted to be counted for roads and bridges, but
only when certifiable ridership figures are provided.

Points - 10,000 or more
Points - 7,500 to 9,999
Points - 5,000 to 7,499
Points - 2,500 to 4,999
Point 2,499 and under

[l \S I EVRN AR &

Does the infrastructure have REGIONAL impact? Consider
origins and destinations of traffic. functional
classification, size of service area, number of
jurisdictions served, etc.

5 Points - Major impact (e.g., major multi~jurisdictional
route, primary feed route to an Interstate,
Federal - Aid Primary routes)

4 Points -

3 Points - Moderate impact (e.g., principal thoroughfares,
Federal - Aid Urban routes)

2 Points -

1 Point - Minimal or no impact (e.g., cul-de-sacs,

subdivision streets)

Has the jurisdiction enacted the optional $5 license plate
fee, an infrastructure levy, a user fee, or a dedicated
tax for infrastructure?

2 Points - Two of the abaove
1l Point - One of the above
0 Points -~ None of the above
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ADDENDUM TO THE RATING SYSTEM
DEFINITIONS
CRITERION 2 - CONDITION
Poor - Condition is dangerous, unsafe or unusable
Fair to Poor - Condition is inadeguate or substandard

Fair - Condition is average, not good or poor

CRITERION 5 - ECONOMIC HEALTH
The following factors are used to determine economic heazalth:
1) Median per capita income

2) Per capita assessed valuation of the total community real
estate and personal property

3) Poverty indicators
4) Effective tax rates
5) Total corporate debt as a percentage of assessed valuation

6) Municipal revenues and expenditures per capita

CRITERION 9 - REGIONAL IMPACT

Major impact - Primary water or sewer main serving an
entire system

Moderate impact - Waterline or storm sewer serving only
part of a system

Minimal impact - Individual waterline or storm sewer not
part of a system



